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.HEMORANDUM 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

Background 

THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

THE 

THE EFF CT F DESEGREGATION PLANS 
ON FEDE OMPENSATORY EDUCATION 
PROGRAMS 

Title I of the Elementary and Secondary Education Act (ESEA) 
provides assistance for compensatory education programs to 
low-income children. Under existing law when a school 
district voluntarily desegregates or is ordered to do so by 
a court, low-income students who are transferred to different schools may no longer be eligible to receive Title I benefits 
because their new school has too few low-income children in 
attendance. The total amount of assistance to the school 
district remains the same; the problem is who is eligible 
to receive the benefits. 

In several of your meetings to discuss busing the partici
pants mentioned this problem. They spoke of the illogic of 
the Federal rule which restricted the use of Title I even 
though no additional spending was involved. 

In the Senate Omnibus Education Bill (S.2657), which is 
scheduled to be taken up by the Senate on August 9-11, there 
is a provision to allow Title I, ESEA funds to "follow the 
child" to his new school, if the child is transferred due to a 
court-ordered desegregation plan. 

We believe we can improve on the Senate bill approach by 
allowing Title I funds to "follow the child" in cases of 
voluntary desegregation as well. We believe, however, 
there should be a time limit so that funds only "follow 
the child" immediately following the desegregation plan 
for a period of three years. To cover a few school districts 
with special prob lems, we would also propose to provide three 
years of benefit for any child who received Title I services during school year 1975-1976 even if the district 
desegregated at a n earlier time. 
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OHB and HEH concur with the proposal outlined above. It 

has also been cleared with the Counsel's Office, with 

Hax Friedersdorf and with the Justice Department. 

Senator Dole has been actively involved in the "follow the 

child" issue as it continues to be a problem in Wichita, Kansas. 

He will offer and actively support your proposal if it is 

forwarded to him. 

We believe it would be appropriate for you to take"personal 

credit for the Administration's position on this issue, 

especially since it was an issue raised with you at the 

busing meetings. Alternatively, HEW could routinely advise 

the Senate of the Administration's position. 

RECOMMENDATION 

I recommend you approve the proposed Administration 

initiative on "follow the child" and that you sign the 

attached letter to Senator Dole. 

Approve Disapprove 
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MEMORANDUM FOR: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

Background 

~d~"l 

THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

JIM CANNO ,' Jv~ . 
THE PRESI~ 

THE EFF~~ \ DESEGREGATION PLANS 
ON FEDE~OMPENSATORY EDUCATION 
PROGRAMS 

Title I of the Elementary and Secondary Education Act (ESEA) 
provides assistance for compensatory education programs to 
low-income children. Under existing law when a school 
district voluntarily desegregates or is ordered to do so by 
a court, low-income students who are transferred to different 
schools may no longer be eligible to receive Title I benefits 
because their new school has too few low-income children in 
attendance. The total amount of assistance to the school 
district remains the same; the problem is who is eligible 
to receive the benefits. 

In several of your meetings to discuss busing the partici
pants mentioned this problem. They spoke of the illogic of 
the Federal rule which restricted the use of Title I even 
though no additional spending was involved. 

In the Senate Omnibus Education Bill (S.2657), which is 
scheduled to be taken up by the Senate on August 9-ll, there 
is a provision to allow Title I, ESEA funds to "follow the 
child" to his new school, if the child is transferred due to a 
court-ordered desegregation plan. 

~\Te believe we can improve on the Senate bill approach by 
allowing Title I funds to "follow the child" in cases of 
voluntary desegregation as well. We believe, however, 
there should be a time limit so that funds only "follow 
the child" immediately following the desegregation plan 
for a period of three years. To cover a few school districts 
with special problems, we would also propose to provide three 
years of benefit iligibility for any child who received Title 
I services during school year 1975-1976 even if the district 
desegregated at an earlier time. 




























































































